
Highlights from Industry/MMS Data Management Workgroup
10/31/2001 Meeting Minutes

HWDC Project Update:

• Pat Pocock of Petris and Warren Frederick of MMS gave an update
to the Historical Well Data Cleanup Project (see attached slides).

• Gulf of Mexico operators will receive notification to check their well
header data that has been validated by Petris and MMS before the
migration into the MMS borehole file.

• MMS is hoping to approve and migrate 1000-1200 well
headers per month into the borehole file, after approving Petris
validation and corrections.



• Key Points: There are 4041 well header records published
• 1219 are Provisional (have outstanding problems)
• 1312 are Final Status (pending final review)
• 786 are Petris Approved ( no changes are likely)
• 724 are MMS Approved

• Mississippi Canyon, Ewing Bank and Garden Banks are the blocks
completed in the project.

• The Petris target is to complete 1000-2000 wells per month.

• THIS PROJECT IS FOR IDENTIFICIATION OF BYPASSES AND
SIDETRACKS BEFORE 2000, NOT AFTER 2000.  The Petris team
does not look at any well headers post 2000.

Well Naming and Numbering:

• There is an 8 digit suffix

• Contact the district offices if you have a problem with well
naming and numbering , not TDMS group.

• API numbers should be available in the APD listing on the MMS
website as soon as District assigns them.

Working with Data from MMS Website:

• Working with data from MMS website: Faye Schubert (Shell)
presented results from Historical Well Data Cleanup.  Shell had
submitted 579 well headers to the cleanup project.  Upon review
of the Historical Well Data Cleanup website download,
http://www.gomr.mms.gov/homepg/TDMS/wellheader/master.asp there were an
additional 38 wellbores that Petris team could identify that Shell
could not.  These were wellbores with very little information



available from Shell and Petris was able to piece together the
puzzles to identify these additional wellbores.

• Shell is downloading the Historical Well Data Cleanup well headers
directly into their database, as they wanted to use the corrected
well headers as soon as possible.  Also Shell had requested a
search button by Operator for the HWDC listings as seen on that
website.

API Issues:

• Jim Stolle had questions and concerns of accountability of action
items or requests that occur during the quarterly Data
Management Workgroup Meetings.  Will include follow-up on
action items by email to workgroup attendees and highlight action
items at next meeting.

Open Discussion:

• Question  API issue: state and county code incorrect, why isn’t the
API changed?

• Answer:  MMS states if OPERATOR has issue with API number,
must submit to districts.  TDMS does not change the API number.

• Question:  Why are the well header changes submitted by vendors
not occurring by TDMS?

• Answer:  Changes must come from the operator with supporting
information to be changed by MMS.  TDMS is addressing the
submissions of location errors by Lexco.  Some have been
changed, while others are still pending.  Location potential
problems must be reviewed by TDMS and concurrence by operator
before change can occur.



• Suggestion of sending vendor changes directly to MMS was
discussed.  But vendors may not have documents to support
changes.  Operator data management staffs are small: time and
scope restraints are prohibitive for vendors seeking well data
changes in the time frame they would like.  Tabled issue.

Action item:  Well locations problem submitted by Lexco - MMS

Next Meeting: August 15, 2002
Marathon
5555 San Felipe
Houston, TX

If you have questions about the upcoming meeting or if you are
interested in hosting a meeting, please contact warren.frederick@mms.gov or
fs831284@msxsepc.shell.com
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